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2Abstract
This paper is about Israeli-Palestinian conflict. To be more specific it is about the landscape of West 
Bank which is composed of checkpoints, observational towers, road blocks, separation walls and 
numerous other obstacles, all in order to serve and to protect the population of the Israeli settlers. 
Many of such obstacles came into being after the second Intifada, regarded as a security measure 
against the terrorist attacks. It was also regarded as ‘temporary’ and while the nature of occupation 
itself is temporary, it might come not as a surprise that all of those ‘security measures’ are 
maintained and is operationalized in order to control, survey and overwhelm the Arab population 
making their daily life unbearably agonizing. Israeli hegemony in West Bank can be understood as 
a ‘slow violence’, inscribed in space by the forms of physical instruments of control. Taking 
Foucaudian intellectual point of departure and drawing on the works of Eyal Weizman, Benedict 
Anderson and Edward Said, in this paper I try to explore the very nature of such technologies of 
control and domination.
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4Introduction
“Everyone has the right to leave any country, including his own and return, to his country.”
- Universal Declaration on Human Rights, Article 13
Q: “I was wondering, would [the Palestinian] dreams about [coming back to] Jaffa and Haifa 
suddenly disappear?” 
A: “On this issue I recommend to kill and annihilate.”
- The Israeli newspaper Yediot Aharonot interviewing Israeli foreign Minister Shimon Peres (Oct. 
5, 2001): 
This paper is about Israeli-Palestinian conflict. To be more specific it is about the landscape of 
West Bank which is now composed of checkpoints, observational towers, road blocks, separation 
walls and numerous other obstacles, all in order to serve and to protect the population of the Israeli 
settlers. Many of such obstacles came into being after the second Intifada1 and was regarded as a 
security measure against the terrorist attacks. It was also regarded as ‘temporary’ and while the 
nature of occupation itself is temporary, it might come not as a surprise that all of those ‘security 
measures’ are maintained and (as I will argue in the following chapters) is operationalized in order 
to control, survey and overwhelm the Arab population making their daily life unbearably agonizing. 
Israeli hegemony in West Bank can be understood as a ‘slow violence’, inscribed in space by the 
forms of physical instruments of control. 
Human rights watch organizations have reported numerous violations by the soldiers in the
checkpoints: "we, watchers have witnessed the daily humiliation and abuse, the despair and 
impotence of Palestinians at checkpoints”, said Kirsten-Keshet from ‘Machsom (Checkpoint) 
Watch’ (2006:79). United Nations Humanitarian Monitor report, printed in February 2009, 
concluded that its becoming apparent that checkpoints and other obstacles, which was and still is 
                                                            
1 Second Intifada refers to the Palestinian uprising against Israel’s occupation (September 28, 2000 – February 8, 
2005).
5presented as military response to the Palestinian violence on Israeli civilians, is evolving into a 
permanent system of control that is reducing “living space” for Palestinian population, in such way, 
that it prevents local Palestinians to develop any kind of industry or infrastructure and it is 
benefiting no one else than increasingly growing population of settlers (UN Office for the 
Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs: OCHA, 2009)
One of the main characteristics of the Israeli occupation is the control of space which is created by 
differentiation of headway speed through the space. Israeli settlements are connected with Israel and 
other settlements through the roads and highways systems. While Palestinians will always face 
roadblock, checkpoints, fences closed areas or will be required a permit to proceed (Weizman, 
2007). 
Neve Gordon (2008: 33) called the permit regime: ‘a part of the infrastructure of control’. Permit 
regime was established by a complex fabric of military orders and so it includes licenses for car 
registration, driving licenses as well as permits for doing certain financial activities (registering 
business, importing and exporting goods). Building homes requires a permit. Moreover permits are 
also required for less obvious reasons such as traveling abroad for medical treatment or to study; to 
live outside of the village, or town, or city where one is registered; or even to grown certain 
vegetables and fruits (Gordon, 2008: 34). The permit regime heavily relies on the bureaucratic 
processes such as filling out forms, paying fees and being interviewed by the GSS2 officer (Ibid.).
  In January 2015 Israel’s Prime Minister Benjamin Netanyahu, announced a plan to build another 
450 settlements3. After few months, on May the 8th, Jerusalem District Planning Committee 
approved the construction of 900 new settlement units in occupied East Jerusalem. As usual the US 
State Department spokesman regarded it as: “disappointing development”4. Disappointing indeed,
According to United Nation report (OCHA, 2007) East Jerusalem becomes rapidly isolated from the 
rest of West Bank due to Israeli settlements and infrastructure. 
Israel’s communication comes ambivalent about stressing either de jure distinction or de facto bond 
between Israel and West Bank. And this is because of the contradiction, which emerges in each case 
when trying both to annex Palestinian territory and avoid of maintaining any Palestinian population 
within that territory at the same time (Gordon, 2008). 
                                                            
2 Israel’s intelligence agency.
3 See in bibliography, under websites
4 Same as 3.
6Problem Area
7In order to provide an overview of this conflict I find it necessary to introduce the historical 
background. So it comes at the following chapter.
Historical Background
“After the [Second World] war it turned out that the Jewish question, which was considered the 
only insoluble one, was indeed solved- namely, by the means of colonized and then conquered 
territory – but this solved neither the problem of minorities nor the stateless. On the contrary, like 
virtually all other event of our century, the solution of Jewish question merely produced a new 
category of refugees, the Arabs, thereby increasing the number of stateless by another 700,000 to 
800,000 people”.
- Hannah Arendt (1973: 290)
During the Ottoman Palestine period (1516-1917) Jews and Muslims were in fact, living in a 
relative peace (McCarthy, 2001). The Jewish minority constituted – a remarkably smaller part of the 
population. Jewish population in the middle of 18th century constituted 4 percent of the total 
Palestinian population, Christians constituted 10 percent and Muslims composed around 86 percent 
of population (McCarthy, 2001).
Back in Europe, in the late 1800’s, the anti-Semitic moods were intensifying and the Jews were 
subjected to the increasing discrimination and marginalization. Theodor Herzl, an Austro-
Hungarian journalist and playwright, formed a group which represented an extremist minority of 
Jewish population, the group’s goal was the creation of a Jewish national homeland (Mulhall, 
1995). 
Herzl’s ideas slowly gained the stream and it became known as Zionism5. The foundations of a 
Jewish State were laid in Basel, Switzerland in 1897 were “The First Zionist Congress” took place. 
The congress resulted in the establishment of World Zionist Organization which goal was the 
foundation for Jewish state in Palestine, which was then still a part of the Ottoman Empire (Hadawi, 
1998). 
                                                            
2 Zion is the biblical name of Jerusalem
8In 1895 Theodor Herzl noted in his diaries that something have to be done about Palestinian 
natives: “We shall have to spirit the penniless population across the border by procuring 
employment for it in the transit countries, while denying it any employment in our own country. 
Both the process of expropriation and the removal of the poor must be carried out discreetly and 
circumspectly.” (Herzl, 1960).
The World Zionist Organization encouraged Jews around the world to migrate to Palestine and it 
did gained a momentum – in the beginning of the 20th century around 50.000 Jewish migrants 
settled in Palestine (around 40.000 migrated from Russian Empire) (Beinin and Hajjar, 2014). In the 
beginning, the increasing Jewish migration was perceived positively by the Arabs (Ibid.). However 
the Arabs became aware and threatened by the Zionist intentions which eventually escalated in the 
waves of violence. Hitler’s rise to power and the war increased Jewish migration and the conflict 
grew (Hadawi, 1998). 
Britain took control of Palestine from Turks in 1917, for the next thirty years the region was known
as British Mandate of Palestine. British encouraged Jewish migration to the land straining the 
relationship between Arabs and Jews even more and in 1947, February British Government decided 
to bring ‘the question of Palestine’ to a newly formed United Nations (United Nations, 2008). UN 
on the pressure from Britain (Hadawi, 1998) purposed a partition plan (see – figure 1)
The fighting between Arab and Jewish residents started days after adoption of the UN partition 
plan. Jews were much better armed, better organized and trained - dominated the conflict. By the 
early April 1948, the Zionist forces started to take over the lands appointed to the Arabs by the UN 
resolution (Beinin and Hajjar, 2014)
On May 15, 1948 after British left Palestine, Israel proclaimed independence, which was followed 
by the invasion of the Arab armies (Lebanease, Syrian, Iraqi, Jordainian and Egyptian). Israeli 
historian Avi Shalon, have pointed that the biggest myth by official and semi-official accounts is that 
Israeli victory was achieved in the face of insurmountable military odds. The Israeli narrative portrayed 
the war as a heroic struggle where ‘plucky little Israel fighting off marauding armies from seven Arab 
states’. In fact in 1948, December Israel’s number of troops reached a peak of 96,441, while the Arab 
9Figure 1. Source: United Nations, 2008.
combined armies consisted of around 45,000 troops. Jewish troops were much better armed, organized 
and prepared6. 
Israel’s warfare was victorious and in 1949 the war 
ended by signing of armistice agreements. The place 
once known as Palestine was divided into three different 
parts. The boundaries between them were 1949 
armistice line known as “Green Line”. The state of 
Israel encompassed over 77 percent of overall territory. 
Jordan occupied East Jerusalem and West Bank, while 
Egypt occupied the coastal plain around the city of 
Gaza, known as the Gaza Strip. The Palestinian state 
partition plan, proposed and envisioned by the UN, was 
not realized. Large proportions of today’s Israel was 
populated by native Palestinians. As a consequence of 
the war over 700,000 Palestinians became refugees. 
Palestinians have claimed that most people were 
expelled by Zionist forces ethnically cleansing the 
future territory of Israel. The official Israel position states that the refugees are the result of the 
Palestinians who fled on orders from Arab political and military leaders (Beinin and Hajjar, 2014).
On 5 June 1967, hostilities broke out between Israel on one side and Egypt, Jordan and Syria on the 
other. By the time a ceasefire called by the Security Council was accepted by the parties, Israeli 
military forces had occupied the Egyptian Sinai, the Gaza Strip, the West Bank including East 
Jerusalem and part of the Syrian Golan Heights. While Israel agreed to re-transfer occupied Sinai to 
Egypt, the rest of occupied territories remain in status quo and to this day are occupied (United 
Nations, 2008).
From 1967 and onward Palestinian society was forced to either flee Palestine as refugees or to 
linger out in what was remaining of Palestine under Israel’s occupation.
                                                          
6 http://users.ox.ac.uk/~ssfc0005/The%20Debate%20About%201948.html - Avi Shalon’s account. (accessed 2015-05-
25)
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Figure 2. Source: Alternative Information Centre
Since 1967 – The Question of Palestine
Since 1967 Palestine became the subject of military occupation. However, over time Palestinians 
started to gain international support (UN, 2008). In 1974, under the leadership of Yasser Arafat 
PLO was granted an observer status in United Nations:
“The General Assembly, in a resolution 
adopted on 22 November
1974, invited the Palestine Liberation 
Organization to participate in
the sessions and the work of the 
General Assembly in the capacity
of Observer.
The General Assembly,
having considered the question of 
Palestine,
taking into consideration the 
universality of the United Nations
prescribed in the Charter, (...)” (Ibid.).
Edward Said rightly illustrated that when we refer to a place, a person or a subject in the phase “a 
question of” we refer to a number of particular things. First of all if we refer to something “question 
of X” we refer that X is a matter apart from all the other and must be dealt with apart too. Secondly, 
“the question of” refers to long-standing, particularly intractable and insistent problem. Thirdly, and 
most uncommonly “a question of” can be used to suggest that the statues of the thing (X) is 
questionable, uncertain, doubtful (Said, 1992: 4). Unfortunately for Palestinians, people with a deep 
roots to their land and profound culture, ‘the question of’ remains to this very day’. One of essential 
problems of the establishment of Palestinian state is Israeli colonies in West Bank, known as 
settlements. Israeli settlement construction has been running under every single government since 
the beginning of Israel’s occupation in 1967 (OCHA, 2007).
What is a Settlement?
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According to United Nations – Office for the Coordination of Humanitarian Affairs, settlements 
are organized communities, composed of chiefly Israeli civilians established on the land of 
occupied West Bank, which includes East Jerusalem. They are based with the approval of Israeli 
government or indirect support of it. Excluding few exceptions the residence in these communities 
are not open to East Jerusalem and West Bank Palestinians and only Israeli citizens and people of 
Jewish descent are allowed to reside these settlements. Moreover there are at least 9 industrial sites 
which are located near the settlements and are operated by the Israeli people who inhabits a 
settlement nearby (OCHA, 2007). In 2007, 450.000 settlers lived in occupied territories. The 
settling in an occupied territory is considered illegal under international law: “The Fourth Geneva 
Convention explicitly prohibits the transfer of the Occupying Power’s civilian population into the 
territory it occupies since such settlement makes terminating the occupation more difficult. The
illegal status of Israeli settlements has been confirmed by the United Nations (UN) Security Council 
and the International Court of Justice” (Ibid.).
In 2007, approximately 57% of overall settler population were concentrated within 10km radius of 
the Old City of Jerusalem. The surrounding settlements have rapidly isolated East Jerusalem which 
is home for 250.000 Palestinians, from the rest of West Bank (Ibid.). The establishment of the new 
settlements was tremendously prolific in the decade 1977-1987 and while there were fewer 
settlements established after 1987, the population increased by nearly 150% in between 1987 and 
2004, it accounted an annual 5.5% growth rate per year and from 1993 to 2004 it increased by more 
than 163.000 settlers. 
Who are the settlers?
The settlers can be broadly defined by two categories: ‘ideological settlers’ and ‘economic settlers’. 
The ‘ideological settlers’ follow a religious belief that West Bank is part of “Land of Israel”, so 
called Judea and Samaria. These settlers like Gush Emunim7 see it as their religious duty to settle in 
West Bank and they are pioneers of the settlers’ movement. According to OCHA (2007) these 
settlers are concentrated in north and central West Bank and the extremist ideological settlers are 
located in Hebron’s Old City and the southern Hebron hills. The ‘economic settlers are driven to 
move into settlements due financial inducements. The groups in this category are Ultra-Orthodox 
                                                            
7 Gush Emunim was an Israeli religious right-wing activist movement faithful to establishing Jewish settlements in the 
West Bank, the Gaza Strip and the Golan Heights.
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Jews who come from the poorest neighborhoods of West Jerusalem and secular lower-middle class 
families (especially from ex-Soviet union). Life in settlements is attracting due the range of 
financial incentives (preferential loans, housing subsidies, lower taxes). The housing in settlements 
are much cheaper than the ones in Israel and many of the settlers commute daily to jobs inside Israel 
through the roads reserved principally for their use (OCHA, 2007).
Elastic Geography (Obstacles and Borders)
The frontiers of the Occupied Territories, are elastic constantly moving and shifting. Eyal Weizman 
refers (2007: 7) to such phenomenon as ‘Elastic Geographies’. The anarchic geography of the 
territorial frontier is an evolving image of transformation, which can be changed and refashioned, 
with every political development and decision (Ibid.). The objects like outposts and settlements can 
be removed, nevertheless the new objects might be founded and expanded (Ibid.). The locations of 
military checkpoints are continuously changing, disrupting and controlling Palestinian traffic while 
the logistics are executed by the mobile military bases (Ibid.).  The elastic geography should not be 
understood as benign environment. Highly elastic political space can be often more dangerous and 
deadly than a static and rigid one (Ibid.). 
While we could see that ever changing space in West Bank follows a colonialist expansion 
(Greogory, 2004), it is important to note, however, that the agency of Palestinians, makes itself 
manifest in its success against significant odds, not only through political violence, but in 
occasional piece of clever diplomacy and deployment of international opinion (Weizman, 2007; 
Gordon, 2008). In other words the space of colonizer have the odds to shrink, when the borderlines 
are removed.
Israel, on the other hand, is able to exploit the chaos in West Bank as a structural advantage. This is 
what Eyal Weizman calls ‘constructive blurring’ – a tactic which seeks to simultaneously to distort 
and naturalize the facts of domination (2007: 8). The tactic functions to make a political reality too 
illogical, too complex, thus any territorial solution becomes useless. 
In such a context the notion of ‘linear border’ have splintered into a numerous transportable, 
deployable, temporary and removable border synonyms: ‘separations walls’, ‘sterile areas’, ‘no man 
lands’, ‘closures’, ‘checkpoints’, ‘barriers’, ‘blockades’, ‘special security zones’, ‘closed military 
areas’ and ‘killing zones’ (Weizman, 2007: 6).
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The architecture in this paper is understood as a tool to sustain the occupation. It aims to read the 
politics of Israel architecture so, that social, national, strategic meanings solidify in organizations, 
forms ornamentation of homes, infrastructure and settlements (Ibid.). 
Occupation is understood as having architectural properties. Its territories are understood as an 
architectural constructions, which highlights the ways in which it is understood, organized and 
operated (Ibid.). Hence the architects are: the politicians, soldiers, militants and other activists 
(Ibid.).
Problem Formulation and Working Questions
This report is structured as follows. In the remaining part of this Introduction, I will present the 
working questions. The following chapter will review the methodology, in which I will outline the 
types of empirical material used for this study, the research methods etc. It will be followed by the
chapter of theoretical framework of this paper. Thus I will introduce the philosophy of social 
science and Foucaudian approach used for this paper. Edward Said’s, Benedict Anderson’s and 
Eyal Weizman concepts will be presented too. The following analytical chapter will consists of 
three parts. The first part will inquire how did the shared experiences in Israeli society operates with 
its biblical past to construct national identity. In the following I will try to shed the light on the 
representation of Arab in Jewish society. Finally in the last, I’ll try to draw the link between the two 
mentioned discursive processes and the manifestation of those in physical space. Hence the problem 
formulation guiding this study goes as follows: how over instruments of occupation (and control) 
are pregnant with national and political meaning? The two working questions, guiding the problem 
formulation are:
To which extent if any, the common, shared experience and connection to its biblical sentiment are 
factors in creating and re-producing the Jewish national awareness?  
How the process of the misrepresentation of Arabs does occur? 
14
Methodology
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Ethnographic Methodology
Ethnography provides a methodology that facilitates the investigation of practices and outlived 
experiences. As Steve Herbert argues, ethnography seeks through the field work to understand the 
relationship between place and agency (Herbert, 2000: 551). Ethnographical approach consists of 
inquiring to something, that the social agents are taking for granted and reveal the knowledge and 
meaning frameworks, which provide the blueprint for social actions (Ibid.). Ethnography assumes 
that by participant observation the researcher is enabled to create knowledge, which was not that 
obvious for the informant. Finally, Herbert stresses, that the meaning of acts manifests as the
practices in everyday life. The field trip provided an ethnographical sense to this study.
The Field Trip
One of the biggest inspiration to write this project was the field trip, which I, as a researcher, made 
during April 20th and 24th. Through the contacts I’ve already had agreed to have a couple of 
interviews. I intended to visit at least two settlements and one in particular – Ma’ale Adumim, 
which is being regarded (Weizman, 2007) as ‘a settlement, which broke two state solution’. 
Moreover, I intended to ‘go through’ the checkpoints and to take as many notes as I can. 
Location
While staying in Jerusalem’s Old Town, the Christian Quarter, I traveled forth and back to East and 
West Jerusalem. I spent one day in the Palestinian town and administrative center – Ramallah. 
Interviews 
I had two semi structured interviews. The first one with American Jew, named Connie, who 
worked in joint Palestinian-Israeli non-governmental organization “Alternative Information 
Centre”. The second interview I had in Ramallah, with Palestinian woman called Majd, employed 
by UNESCO. Both interviews were not used for empirical data for various reasons. However I want 
to stress here, that both interviews, especially the second one, helped me first of all, to narrow down 
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the scope of my interest by providing a necessary information. Secondly, my contacts provided 
solid empirical material such, as relevant UN reports, maps, etc. 
The Settlements
I have visited two settlements. I visited Neve Yakov on the second day and Ma’ale Adumim on the 
fourth day. In the both settlements I have spent around 4-5 hours. The trip to Neve Yakov was not 
helpful in terms of empirical data obtain. And now I can point that it was due the lack of preparation 
and information I had. I intended to locate a zone of conflict, however after taking a lot of pictures 
and after speaking with few settlers I came to the conclusion that it was useless to continue. I did 
regretted not visiting a Palestinian village instead. After the interviews, however, I gained an extra 
confidence. One of the contacts encouraged me to visit another settlement called Ma’ale Adumim. 
Moreover, they did provided me with guidelines of how to approach the settlers. I had hidden a 
voice recorder in my shirt. The goal was to collect the perspectives of the settlers who are de facto 
and de jure living in the illegal settlements. The day of the trip to Ma’Ale Adumim was Israeli 
Independence Day, hence it was very few people in the streets. I was warn before, that asking direct 
question might provoke a negative reactions, thus I pretended to be a naive student of architecture, 
curious in Ma’ale Adumim’s architectural premises in general. During the time in Ma’ale Adumim, 
I approached and talked with 5 settlers in total.
The Field Notes
On the first day of my field trip I spoke to American Jew, who stressed in the middle of our 
conversation, that Arabs have no rights to Jerusalem. I found her point interesting indeed, and 
decided to note it down. From that moment I noted every relevant conversation I had. The 
framework for taking notes was as following: after the conversation, I firstly wrote down the name 
of the person, I also wrote approximate age of the person and if it was possible to acquire, the 
background of the person. Using these guidelines I noted down 16 conversations in total.
Empirical Data
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The data used for this study is qualitative by its nature. Along with my field notes and participant 
observations, the other used data included the United Nations reports, the research papers, and 
couple of media articles. I relied on Eyal Weizman’s book “Architecture of Occupation” and Neve 
Gordon’s Israel’s Occupation which provided empirical data on the nature of occupation. The rest 
of the data was acquired through the contacts in Israel and Palestine.
Analytical Strategy
The epistemological point of departure is post-structuralism and the ‘base’ of analytical chapter is 
based on Foucaudian approach.  Foucaudian concepts are operationalized first of all to 
contextualize the notions such as: space, governmentality, disciplinary space. While the second - to 
compose the framework. In the article “Anthropologies of Modernity”, Jonathan Inda purposed, that 
the first thing to do when one deals with the Foucaudian concept of governmentality is to 
distinguish three dimensions of the government: political rationalities, technics of government and 
the subjects of the government. The first two parts of analysis deals with the political rationalities, 
while the third one tries to portray how such rationalities manifests in role of technics of 
government. 
Philosophy of Social Science
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In the following chapter I will highlight my intellectual point of departure which is Post-
Structuralist, hence in the following I will briefly define philosophy of post-structuralism and the 
main used notions territoriality, govermentality, space and others.
Post-Structuralism as a Philosophical Point of Departure
The epistemological point of departure is based on Jonathan Murdoch’s book Post- Structuralist 
Geography (2006). In it, the author is inquiring the nature of space and in particular the relationship 
between spatial and social processes. Murdoch tries to show the close relationship between post-
structuralism theory and human geography - both are examining the interactions of society and the 
spatial consequences of these interactions (Murdoch, 2006: 2).
The author points out that post-structuralism describes social and cultural systems which are open, 
flexible and continuously changing - always being in the process of ‘becoming’ (Ibid., pp.10). 
Following Murdoch, we can highlight some key features of post-structuralist analysis. To begin 
with, the meaning and the action must be seen in a context of extensive relationships (Ibid, pp.9). It 
recalls the structuralist approach to focus on the systems and agencies rather that human 
individuals, hence it puts its effort on the wide nature of systemic relationships (Ibid.). Secondly, 
meanings and actions can be understood as the products of interactions between the subjects and 
objects within the system. Third, Murdoch (Ibid, pp.10) states that relations between objects and 
subjects are subject to contestation. There are various kind of struggles to establish innumerable 
kind of identities. Such struggles becomes political plays of power. Finally, there is an interplay 
between systemic relations and struggles over meaning and identity (Ibid.). Murdoch states that in 
capitalist societies, some meanings becomes more privileged or more dominating than the others. 
Nevertheless such meanings are not fixed, but might be changed as new interpretations emerge and 
as new identifications comes into being (Ibid.). 
Theoretical Framework
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Space
David Harvey presented (1996) a notion of space which can be seen in the light of Post-
Structuralism. It stresses that the space is not a ‘container’ but is something which is always being 
shaped by the processes or substances that go into ‘making it up’ (Murdoch, Harvey). These 
processes and substances are established from relations, so any spatial permanence comes into 
being as a system of far-reaching connection out of processes (Harvey, 1996: 261; Murdoch, 2006: 
19). The processes of place formations can be understood as the processes of removing or changing 
such “permanencies”. It does not matter how solid these “permanencies” can seem, they are not 
eternal, hence they are subject to the changes, by time (Ibid.). According to Murdoch (2006: 20) for 
instance, human geographers inquiring relational spaces and trying to understand how various 
configurations of space are generated. But equally, the attention must be paid to the spaces which 
do not emerge. Relational space is a “power-filed’ space in which some configurations comes into 
being as a dominant ones while the others becomes dominated (Ibid.).
The last point that I want to stress here, is that spaces are open, not closed. While numerous 
relations meet in space, new relations are formed and new spatial identities come into being. The 
openness of space also means that place and space are flexible, dynamic and shifting, rather than 
static. They are constantly changing and geography are to trace the trajectory of change and the line 
of force (Ibid.).
Disciplinary Space
Foucault outlines, that in the certain geographical contexts, the disciplinary space emerges as a 
result of exerting power by a particular individuals, on a certain individuals. The aim of disciplinary 
space presences and absences, is to be able locate the subjects, to set up useful communications, to 
interrupt others, to be able at each moment to supervise the conduct of each individual, to asses it, 
to judge it to calculate its qualities or misbehavior. It is hence aimed at knowing, mastering and 
using (1979: 143; Murdoch, 2006). To know, to master and to use the subjects is refined into the 
techniques of surveillance – hierarchical, continues and functional surveillance, which is, according 
to Foucault are organized as a multiple, automatic and anonymous power. The later enables the 
disciplinary power to be both indiscreet, as it is present everywhere and always watchful, since by 
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its very principle it leaves no zone of invisibility constantly supervises the very individuals who are 
entrusted with the task of supervision (1979: 176-7; Murdoch, 2006)
Territoriality
Territoriality in this paper is understood as a human creation, which is produced under particular 
circumstances and is designated to serve specific needs, it is moreover understood in a relation to 
the power relations. Robert Sack in his book ‘Human Territoriality. Its Theory and History’ defines 
territoriality as: ‘the attempts by an individual or group to affect, influence or control people, 
phenomenon and relationships, by delimiting and asserting control over a geographic area” (Sack 
1986: 5). Indeed, control of space can be used to influence and control the population or resources, 
the power is exerted over the subjects either through controlling the behavior of the population or 
excluding people from territory (ibid.) thus in this paper territoriality is understood as a primary 
geographical expression of social power (Sack 1986: 5). Territoriality can be understood as spatial 
form of power – power is being exercised over particular bounded space through a framework of 
rules and norms which govern the behavior of the subjects (Sack, 1986)
Governmentality
In the following chapter I will present the theoretical framework, which will be operationalized 
later for analytical chapter. This framework mainly rests on the notion by Michele Foucault -
governmentality. Hence intellectual point of departure of this paper is Foucaudian. The term 
“government“ broadly speaking refers to the conduct of conduct – the calculated, systematic ways 
of acting and thinking which aims to shape, regulate and manage the manner of others (Inda, 2005: 
1). In this specific case it deals with why and how does the Israeli institutions are “dealing” with the 
local Palestinian population as they are. The second part of this chapter is a summary of the notions 
proposed by Israeli architect Eyal Weizman, in his book ‘Hollowlands’, there he illuminates how 
the mundane architectural objects work as overt instruments of control. The reason to incorporate 
Weizman’s notions, rests on the assumption that the former can provide more substance to the 
overall geographical analysis by incorporating architectural and geographical point of view, to 
support and frame the more abstract Foucaudian line of thought.
Political Rationalities, Technologies and Subjects of the Government
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The first thing to do when one deals with the Focaudian concept of govermentality is to distinguish 
three dimensions of the government. The first dimension is the reasons of government – political 
rationalities, may be accounted as intellectual machineries that render the reality which can be 
thought through in a manner that it would be calculable and governable (Inda, 2005: 6). Political 
rationalities defines the field which authorizes governmental practice and thus it rationalizes the 
nature, aims, mechanisms and apparatuses of governmental authority (Ibid.).   
The second dimension involves technics of government – that is how government takes on the 
technical and pragmatic form. The technological is that specific domain of practical devices and 
mechanisms, it is moreover a domain of documents, procedures, apparatuses, calculations which all 
are tools the authorities are using to shape and normalize the conduct. It is made so by decisions and 
aims of others in order to accomplish the goals they consider desirable (Miller and Rose, 1990: 8) 
(Inda, 2005: 9) – “It is that complex of techniques, instruments, measures, and programs that 
endeavors to translate thought into practice and thus actualize political reasons (Inda, 2005: 9).”
The third and final dimensions of the government involves the subjects of government. It is to focus 
on how governmental practices and programs seeks to cultivate particular types of individual and 
collective identity as well as forms of agency and subjectivity (Inda, 2005: 10). 
Practical Application 
The following paragraphs will make an account of Eyal Weizman’s theoretical assumptions about 
Architecture of Occupation. It will be done so to supplement Foucaudian epistemology and 
theoretical framework with geographical notions. (Weizman, 2007: 7)
The politics of separation
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Eyal Weizman argues that each of the spatial technologies and practices, operationalized by 
Israel’s authorities and military are both system of colonial control and means of separation. While 
this allows the dominating force to shift between the positions of physical presence which deals 
with the tactics aimed to gain the more territory and the absence which deals with demographic 
control of the population (Weizman, 2007: 10). Weizman (Ibid.) states that the logic of separation 
(in this case between Jews and Palestinians) can be extended, on a larger, national scale, by 
manipulating the public opinion. In this case it can be presented to the public as a way to engage 
into the peaceful settlements, at other instances it can be used as a bureaucratic-territorial 
arrangement of governance and currently as a means of unilaterally imposed domination, 
oppression and fragmentation of Palestinian people and their land (Weizman. 2007: 10-11). 
The Logic of ‘Security’
Weizman stresses that the logic of security assumes that the danger is already inside, presented by 
the population which entails subversive elements (2007: 106). The relation that security suggests 
between ‘inside’ and ‘outside’, and between police and military action is ambiguous. While security 
is characterized as concealed and hidden, its practices engage with constant reconfiguration of the 
built environment (Ibid.). In contrast to defense, which is involved directly with the concept of war, 
security on its turn is engaged with temporarily ill-defines and spatially shapeless ‘conflict’ and not 
only between societies, but within them as well. Agreeing to Weizman ‘security’ apprehends new 
spatial practices and arrangements. According to the logic of security only constantly configured 
and redefined environment can be understood as safe environment. 
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ANALYSIS PART I: POLITICAL REASONS AND “OUR 
ETERNAL CAPITAL”
Introduction
The first analytical theme will inquire how the common and shared experiences of the Israeli 
society, to the relation of its biblical past are the factors in constructing and reproducing Jewish 
national identity and awareness, that in turn works in exclusionary way towards the local Arab 
population.
“If I forget thee O Jerusalem, may my right hand forget its skill. May my tongue cling to my palate, 
if I do not remember you, if I do not bring up Jerusalem at the beginning of my joy” - Psalms 137:5-
6.
In Hebrew bible Jerusalem is mentioned 349 times. The Jews, outside Jerusalem pray turned in the 
direction of the city and Judaism regards Jerusalem as the holiest city in the world for three 
thousand years now. 
Today Israel calls Jerusalem its undivided capital, however there are almost no more countries in 
the world (including United States) which recognizes it as such (Gordon, 2008). According to UN 
Security Council Resolution 478, annexation of East Jerusalem is a violation of international law 
(source: United Nations report, 2007).
I will now present the extracts from the notebook or field diary which should provide a certain 
clarity and substance to some of my points.
During the first day of my field trip, I was sitting in a Café, somewhere near the Habad Street in the 
Jewish Quarter of the Old City. Right there I started to chat with American Jew woman called 
Shoshana. She was happy to answer few questions and we did maintained a naive talk until I 
touched the topic of social gentrification. The reaction of her was as following:
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“(…) look the tensions are existing for long time now… Jewish presence counts 3000 years in 
here… And the approach for peace have to be initiated from both sides and not only from one 
(Jewish)... Teddy Kolek8 did a great job to make sure Jerusalem is prosperous and growing, as it 
have never been under Turkish… now all of the religions can be practiced free… It is important 
though, for them (Palestinians) to acknowledge that Jerusalem is Israel and Israel is Jerusalem 
(…)” (Field notes, 2015, April 20th).
I am aware that her answer cannot generalize the whole civic opinion and yet, however, I do stress 
that such claim represent a more or less public consensus amongst Israeli population and the 
politicians in their turn are not reluctant to express that publicly and also internationally. On 
September 23rd, 2011, following Palestinian President Mahmoud Abbas speech, Israeli Prime 
Minister Benjamin Netanyahu addressed the 66th United Nations General Assembly at the UN 
headquarters in New York: 
“I often hear them (Palestinians) accuse Israel of Judaizing Jerusalem. That's like accusing 
America of Americanizing Washington, or the British of Anglicizing London. You know why we're 
called 'Jews'? Because we come from Judea”
While we analyze the rhetoric Netanyahu uses, it becomes rather clear that the dominating 
(leading) political powers, such as Likud party, have no doubt whatsoever about dependence of 
Jerusalem and Jews rights to it. In Netanyahu’s own words it is not even a dispute, it is the facts on 
the ground that Jewish people have a ‘national’ right and the historical connection to the Holly City. 
A little later, in the same speech, Benjamin Netanyahu kept articulating the historical Jews 
connection with Jerusalem.
“In my office in Jerusalem, there's a -- there's an ancient seal. It's a signet ring of a Jewish official
from the time of the Bible. The seal was found right next to the Western Wall, and it dates back 
2,700 years, to the time of King Hezekiah. Now, there's a name of the Jewish official inscribed on 
the ring in Hebrew. His name was Netanyahu. That's my last name. My first name,
                                                            
8 The mayor of Jerusalem from 1965 to 1993.
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Benjamin, dates back a thousand years earlier to Benjamin -- Binyamin -- the son of Jacob, who
was also known as Israel. Jacob and his 12 sons roamed these same hills of Judea and Sumeria
4,000 years ago, and there's been a continuous Jewish presence in the land ever since.” (Haaretz 
Sep. 24, 2011).
Benjamin Netanyahu is using mythical and biblical representations which aims connect the 
contemporary point in time with the biblical past as a continuous time: an ancient seal of Jewish 
official which was found next to the sacred place and King Hezekiah, Anderson (2001: 24) calls 
such representations ‘a messianic time’ – a simultaneity of past and future in an instantaneous 
present. A statement as such, stems from the Zionist perspective which, some might say (Gordon 
2008; Weizman 2007), stems from the right wing nationalism which by its own is operationalized 
and manifested in the governmental policies of categorization and exclusion practices, towards the 
Arab population (Gordon, 2008; Weizman 2007). According to Anderson (2001: 12), nationalism 
can be understood by arranging it in a line not with self-consciously held political ideologies, but 
with large cultural systems that preceded it. Netanyahu mentions Binyamin, Jacob, Israel, the 
twelve sons, Judea, Samaria – which in turn, all works as the signifiers to furthermore stress the 
long historical presence from the biblical times to the present day. Such cultural systems is bound to 
Jewish national identity and the symbols works as a mode of apprehending the world (Ibid.). 
Statements as such reproduces the national discourse which takes account of Jerusalem as the 
capital of Jewish state, the occupied West Bank as Samaria and Judea and it makes possible to 
‘think’ the Jewish nation which comprise the land of Israel, Palestinian territories included (Ibid).
Such a statement can be traced back to the foundation of Israel as a state, as an example in 1949 the 
first Israeli Prime Minister stated that:
“We regard it as our duty to declare that Jewish Jerusalem is an organic and inseparable part of 
the State of Israel, as it is an inseparable part of the history of Israel, of the faith of Israel” (Source: 
the website of Israeli Ministry of Foreign Affairs). 
The continuous remarks of the connection to imaginative Jewish biblical past aims to ‘prove’ the 
long presence of the Jewish population in the land making the Jews as ‘indigenous’ population in 
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contrast to Palestinians who are ‘temporary’, hence maintaining the privilege to the land. Such 
claims can be found concealed in the language and vocabulary of political rule, it manifested in 
statements and in implementation of laws, particularly in housing policies (Weizman, 2007; UN 
Report, 2007). 
Biblical archeology
From post-structuralism point of view, if we would focus on epistemological character of the 
Israeli political reasons regarding Jerusalem, we should inquire how such rationalities both foster 
and rely upon miscellaneous forms of knowledge and expertise. Hence, bellow I provide an 
example of archeology in Israel and how it is being operationalized as a tool to develop a Jewish 
national identity.
Israeli biblical archaeology developed in 1950’s, under figurehead Yigal Yadin, the IDF’s second 
chief of Staff. Seeking to quantity emerging Israeli society with historical parallels to the 1948 War 
of Independence, Yadin focused his digging on the biblical period of ‘Occupation and Settlement’ 
of Israelites in Canaan, on wars and monumental fortification works carried out by the kings of the 
First and Second temple periods and on the Bar Kokhba revolt in places that were, or thereafter 
became, sites of epic national mythology (Weizman, 2007: 276). Archeology has been central to the 
formation of Israeli identity since the establishment of the state of Israel (Ibid.:39). The landscapes 
of Palestine were seen as a contemporary veil, under which historical and biblical Israelite towns 
and the sacred place of worship could be revealed by digging (Ibid.). Zionists assigned archeology 
as a national role in order to remove this visible layer and prove Jewish ownership by exposing 
ancient Israelite landscape. Thus Archeology was used to create the knowledge or to expose the 
‘real’ knowledge about the geographical locations around Jerusalem and other parts of the country.
In a Foucaudian sense, knowledge and expertise are directly linked to the public discourse, as it 
influences each other and it functions as the institution which installs the certain frameworks of 
truth and knowledge into the social structure.
In some cases the expulsion of local Arabs was operationalized with the pretext of ‘rescue 
excavation’. In 1999, a Jewish settlement was founded in a middle of the old town of Hebron, a 
biggest Palestinian city in West Bank. The justification was made that the site might be the “City of 
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David (CPT, May, 2015). In this case archeology operated as tool to bring another colony to the 
Palestinian territory. It portrays as an institution which is authorized to make truth claims about 
‘governmental’ objects (Inda, 2005: 8). The buried layers was hence perceived as a parallel to a 
national monument, providing an alibi for a new colonization that could be reasoned as a return to a 
sacred patrimony (Weizman, 2007: 39-40). 
PART II: POLITICAL REASONS AND THE OTHERS
28
Introduction
The following chapter will continue to inquire the political reasons of Israel. It will rely on the 
concepts of Orient and Occident and it will focus on socially constructed representations of 
Palestinian people.
“Can one divide human reality, as indeed human reality seems to be genuinely divided, into clearly 
different cultures, histories, traditions, societies, even races, and survive the consequences 
humanly? By surviving the consequences humanly, I mean to ask whether there is any way of 
avoiding the hostility expressed by the division, say, of men into "us" and "they".” (Said, 1979: 46).
Demonization of Each Other 
During the field trip in the Occupied Territories, I had a brief encounter and conversation with and 
older Arab man in Ramallah bus station. The man called Mustafa in his late sixties was in the 
middle of chaotic, colorful and loaded open bus station. I asked him about his home. Mustafa as 
many Palestinians from Ramallah is a refugee in his own country. His family was originally 
residing in Haifa. During the 1948 war, however, the Jewish army expulsed most of the Arab 
inhabitants:”The house is still there (in Haifa). I know it has… 2 floors, 4 rooms in each floor, it 
was a beautiful house and my family still has pictures of it”. Later, I asked about Jewish and Arabs 
living in peace, he responded: “We can live with Mizrahi9, but the Jews from Europe... they are too 
different from us, you know… (…)” . 
Mustafa categorized European Jews and Middle East Jews into two distinct categories: the former 
as acquainted and familiar, while the later as antagonistic and different. This differentiation can be 
observed in Israeli public discourse too. In one of the interviews the American Israeli named Connie 
stressed that Israeli society wishes to be European in a sense that a large part of the population is 
either European or American, thus a majority of Jews sees themselves more connected to European 
culture. The commonly attached label ‘Israel - the only democracy in Middle East’ highlights the 
contrasting nature of Israel in the relation to its Arab neighbors – ‘we’ as democratic progressive 
society are direct opposite to undemocratic and backward ‘them’, the Arabs.
                                                            
9 The Jews who originally comes from the Middle East. 
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The Arabs as the others
The abuse and discrimination by the Israeli soldiers are the daily reality that Palestinians traveling 
through the checkpoints have to face (Kaufman, 2008). Neve Gordon (2008) have noted that often 
the soldiers in the Occupied Territories manifests harsh and inhumane treatment towards Palestinian 
subjects which are based on prejudice and stereotypical insolence towards the Arab individuals.
  Another extract from my field diary highlights the corresponding prejudice of Israeli soldiers. I 
was introduced to one man in his forties, named Hassan. He mentioned about the time in prison and, 
as I asked him to elaborate, he revealed that back in the first Intifada Hassan spent four months in 
Ansar III10 prison. It shouldn’t come as a surprise as it was estimated by the Human Rights Watch 
(1991) that during the first Intifada days, one out of fifty males who were older than 16 were 
imprisoned in this jail.
Like many others, Hassan was not charged. He reminisced that the prisoners (who as he said 
consisted of lawyers, doctors, teachers, etc.) were highly organized and even had committees in 
order to distribute food, tea and other stuff on the equal basis. They regularly organized peaceful
protests and sang national songs until it was interrupted by Israeli tear gas. He recalled that the
soldiers regarded the Palestinians as animals: dirty, smelly with flies all over their faces. Hassan
stressed, however, that the prisoners tried to counteract this view: “The soldiers were changing 
every 15 days… We could feel how they see us while they were starting their shift... Even the Jews 
from Eastern Europe, who haven’t seen a Palestinian before looked at us as we were dogs... Acting 
tough, doing body search... But every group by the end of their shift started to be impressed by our 
organization and some of them before they finished their shifts, started to behave decently with us” 
(Field notes, 2015, April 23th). The demonization of Palestinians exists explicitly amongst the 
soldiers. The prison is a disciplinary space where certain social agents apply the power on the other 
human agents, hence the harsh treatment by the soldiers shouldn’t be a surprise. However similar
prejudices against the Palestinians are equally accepted and applied in both civil society and the 
school books and we will see that illustrated by the following statement.
                                                            
10 Israeli prison in the desert of Negev.
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The bias and the authority over “them”
An interesting study was made in regards to the representation of Arabs in Israeli schools. In it, a 
professor of language and education at the Hebrew University of Jerusalem, Peled-Elhanan studied 
hundreds and hundreds of books in which she did not find one photograph that depicted an Arab as 
a “normal person” (Elhan, 2012; Guardian. 2011- 08- 07). Deir Yassin11 massacre for instance is 
portrayed as “somethings that was necessary for the survival of the nascent Jewish state” (Ibid.). 
School books teaches that the events in Deir Yassin initiated the massive flee of Arabs from what 
was to become Israel and enabled the establishment of Jewish state with Jewish majority (Ibid.). 
Elhanan’s study concluded that the children grow up to serve in the army and internalize the 
message that Palestinians are “people whose life is dispensable with impunity. And not only that, 
but people whose number has to be diminished” (Ibid.). Palestinians on the other hand are refusing 
to teach the history of Holocaust in some of the schools, due Israeli ignorance towards Nakba in 
their system of education.
Edwards Said (1979: 3) outlines that the dichotomy of the occident (us) and the orient (them) is first 
of all a discursive formation and it can be better understood by if we would inquire how do specific 
institutions are dealing “the others”. How they are described, what are the authorizing views of 
them, what statements are made about them. The representation of the Arab ‘backwardness’ is 
realized by Israeli domination and the imposed authority.
The terrorist attacks, such as Café Hillel bombing12, plays an important part in representation Arabs 
in a negative light, this is however, used by the certain governmental structures to generalize the 
entire Palestinian population as potentially dangerous, hence the deployment of security measures 
(it will be covered in a greater depth, in part III) in West Bank on all Arab population becomes a 
justifiable and a rational thing to do. Such representation of a Palestinian is being reproduced by 
state apparatuses which furthermore are fixed into the Israeli institutions, vocabularies, doctrines, 
scholarships etc.
Another conversation, which I noted in the diary speaks about the dichotomy too. This 
conversation was noted down while I was waiting for the bus in the settlement of Ma’ale Adumim. 
The conversation took place with a young Jewish settler, in his early twenties. The settler recently 
                                                            
11  A massacre by Zionist forces killing around 600 Palestinians
12 Café Hillel bombing was Palestinian suicide bombing carried out on 2003, September the 9th. Seven people were 
killed and fifty were injured. (Source: Israeli Mistry of Foreign Affairs).
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came back from the exchange in Australia. We waited for the bus and chatted about traveling, 
slowly we curved into a more political topic:
(…)
The researcher: So what are the chances for peace?
The young settler: “Unfortunately it’s hopeless. Palestinians are being taken over by a terrorist 
organizations who would see their and ours civilians killed without a compromise.”
The researcher: I see… “And do you see “Irgun” in the same light?
The young settler: “Who?”
The researcher: “You know… the bombing of King David Hotel…
The young settler: Oh… Menachem Begin’s group
The researcher: “Yeah”
The young settler: “Well the times were different back then and unfortunately it was somewhat of a 
necessary action… Begin later did a lot to secure Israel from the outside threats…
(…)
It seems fairly natural that the young settler is trapped between the dichotomies. He regards the 
crimes committed by Irgun as “necessary” while treats Hamas as terrorists. Both Hamas and Irgun 
were declared a terrorist organizations by the some of the Western powers. Then occupying power 
justifies the occupation since “we” know better than “them” it is followed by “we” have authority 
over you.  
(…)
The researcher: “I saw the wall yesterday, it gave me the feeling of pressure. I read that its 
existence is violates the international law?
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The young settler: “I can understand how it might seem for the tourist, but the wall was built to 
provide the security for us and if we receive less violence from them, they receive less violence from 
us” (Field notes, 2015, 23rd of April). 
(…)
From the settlers point of view occupation seems necessary because “they” manifests violence, thus 
“they” cannot govern themselves. Said rightly points that during the occupation of Egypt, Britain 
justified it as necessary, since Britain had all of the required knowledge and understanding of 
‘political reality’ in contrary to the ‘backward’ Egyptians (1979). In this light the occupation of 
West Bank from the perspective of the settler seems necessary too, because Israel have knowledge, 
thus have authority over Palestinians and in this case authority allows ‘us’ to deny autonomy to 
‘them’.
Imaginative geographies
Said introduced the idea of “imaginative geographies”, which echoes in Anderson’s (1991) work -
“Imagined Communities”. According to Said the discursive formation of the dichotomy “us and 
them” is constituted by multiplying partitions and enclosures that function to delineate “the same” 
from “the other”, at the same time constructing and calibrating a gap between the designating in 
one’s mind a familiar space and unfamiliar space beyond ‘ours’ which is theirs  (Said, 1979: 54; 
Greogory, 2004: 17). It reminiscence 1948, then immediately after the establishment of the state, 
David Ben-Gurion appointed the Governmental Names Committee to ‘Judaize’ Israel with Hebrew 
names (Weizman, 2007: 275), in order to erase the presence of Palestinian otherness in place and 
make it more familiar. Their space if seen like the inverse of “our” as Greogory (2004: 17) puts it: 
“a sort of negative, in the photographic sense that “they” might develop into something like “us,” 
but also the site of absence that “they” are seen somehow to lack the positive tonalities that 
supposedly distinguish “us” .”
PART III – The Technologies of Separation and Control
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The last analytical theme involves the technologies of government. While two previous chapters 
covered more ‘epistemic violence’ in regards to the Palestinian population, the following chapter 
will look into how the referred discursive formations are manifested in physical space. Hence I will 
discuss and analyze the forensic architecture, such as separation barrier, roads, checkpoints, 
physical obstructions and settlements.
The separation barrier
Construction of the wall have imposed for Palestinian people severe restrictions on their movement. 
Thousands of Palestinians have difficulties of reaching their farm lands, selling their produce in 
remote West Bank areas or visiting their families. The areas on the west of separation barrier are 
among the most fertile in the occupied West Bank and agriculture there generates 8 percent of the 
whole Palestinian agricultural production (UN, 2007). The suppression of the agricultural sector 
means that Palestinian farmers cannot get supplementary income and it makes impossible to initiate 
any kind of development to increase the revenue and number of workers in the main sector of 
Palestinian economy. The separation barrier restricts Palestinian freedom of movement, limits the 
access to other villages, hospitals, etc. The educational system suffers greatly too, many schools 
depends from the teachers living outside the village or town, not to mention the family ties, which 
are adversely affected too (source: B’Tselem, 2007). 
The separation barrier continues to be a single largest obstacle to the Palestinian movement (UN, 
2009). OCHA have counted 81 agricultural gates placed amongst the separation barrier. These gates 
in theory should enable Palestinian farmers who live on one side of the wall to have farmland on the 
other side. In practice however, only 9 of gates are open to farmers regularly and 69 are opened 
during the olive harvest season (UN, 2009) which peak is from middle of October to the beginning 
of November. 
45 percent of Palestinian agricultural land is planted with olive trees. Olive trees make up to 80% 
of orchard areas in West Bank and Gaza Strip. There are around 270 operating olive presses in the 
occupied Palestinian territories, according to United Nations report. Olive oil comprises 15% to 
19% of Palestinian agricultural produce (UN: 2009).
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The Barrier encircles 69 Israeli settlements – which accounts for 83% of the settler population in 
West Bank. Contrariwise, it is estimated that at least half a million Palestinians live within one 
kilometer either side of the Barrier. Such a separation point to Israel’s ‘presence and absence’ 
(Weizman, 2007: 10) in occupied territories, the former dealing with territorial strategy and the later 
dealing with demographic strategy in other words aims to gain more land without the people living 
in it .
Qalqiliyah is a Palestinian town and it is an example of the town which experienced a great decline 
and isolation because of the separation barrier. It had (2011) the lowest percentage (1.5%) of all the 
West Bank cities in terms of the new land approved for the construction. This prevents the city to 
build additional municipal institutions, cultural centers, schools (source: B’Tselem, 2007) 
The city’s extreme isolation is due to restrictions on Palestinian freedom of movement by the 
separation barrier from other parts of West Bank complicates the lives of thousands. It’s been cut 
off by the barrier to the west. During the isolation it lost more than 600 shops, workshops, gas 
stations, other businesses, mostly the industrial area near the Green Line, in the west of the city. 
Such a case is no mere exception. Palestinian towns such as Barta'ah a-Sharqiyah, Jayus, Bir 
Nabala, Al-Azariya all felt into decline and isolation, since the separation barrier was built (source: 
B’Tselem).
Roads
B’Tselem has introduced three categories classifying the roads. First one includes 120 kilometers 
for Israeli citizen’s use only. Second category includes 245 kilometers of roads where Palestinians 
may travel only if they have special permits or their villages are only accessible through these 
particular roads. The third category includes 365 kilometers of roads on which Palestinians do not 
need authorization, yet the accesses to such roads are often blocked by the flying checkpoints or 
roadblocks (B’Tselem, 2007).
The road system profoundly effects 
Palestinian life. The main 
thoroughfares on which Palestinians 
have traditionally depended are 
restricted, closed or requires permits, 
effectively shutting down the routes 
traditionally used for trade or 
movement to jobs, schools, 
universities, hospitals (OCHA, 
2007). 
In the picture on the right we see 
how the traditional Palestinian road 
was taken over Israel and a new road 
was built. The new road 60 is similar 
to the old road.  It follows the old 
plan with an exception that at 
instances it uses alternative routes 
which bypass Palestinian zones and 
neighborhoods. The status of the 
road - ‘with prohibited use’, 
meaning, that to use the road for 
Palestinians the special permit is 
required. This case illustrates how 
the control of space is performed. 
First of all the roads are built to 
connect the Israeli settlements, thus 
accelerating the travel through space 
for Jews. Secondly, the road not only isolates the Palestinian towns leaving those without a proper 
infrastructure. The road at the same time works as an obstacle for Palestinians wanting to cros
function’s as a roadblock in such way reducing their freedom of movement and restraining the 
travel through the space. Hence in such a way the differentiation of speed is made providing Israel 
with control of the space (Weizman, 2007). 
Figure 3. Source: The Humanitarian Impact on Palestinians of Israeli Settlements 
and Other Infrastructure in West Bank, July 2007, United Nations.
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s it. It 
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Checkpoints and physical obstructions
Israeli restrictions on Palestinians freedom of movement in West Bank are moreover
operationalized by a system of fixed checkpoints, flying checkpoints, physical obstruction. These 
restrictions allows Israel to control Palestinian movement as it suits its interests (source: B’Tselem
2007). 
Persistent checks and examines at some of the checkpoints, humiliating treatment by the soldiers, 
and extensive lines, discourage Palestinian driver to use the roads and it results the roads being 
almost exclusively used by the settlers (B’Tselem, 2007 and Gordon, 2008). 
According to OCHA (2007, July), in April 2015 there were 96 fixed checkpoints. Some of the 
checkpoints have been completely or partially privatized and several are operated by armed civilian 
guards employed by private security companies under governmental supervision. Moreover, the 
military erects hundreds of sudden flying checkpoints along West Bank roads which makes the life 
of Palestinian civilian population increasingly difficult. Palestinians never know if they will bump 
into a temporary checkpoint. OCHA have quantified the later point by illustrating the increase of 
such checkpoint across the West Bank. While at 2008 there was 65 flying checkpoints, it rose to 
256 in December 2013 and 456 in December 2014 (OCHA, 2007 and B’Tselem, 2007).
The function of the checkpoints, roadblocks and other obstacles is to limit the movement of 
Palestinians. The foreigner traveling in West Bank, can expect to travel faster and easier than a local 
Palestinian (Gordon, 2008). It is because the Palestinians are subjected to the Israeli logic of 
security. The logic assumes that the danger is already inside and the danger, if we would follow an 
official Israeli narrative, is a potential Palestinian terrorist attack. In practice however every single 
Arab Palestinian can be stopped, arrested or humiliated by the soldiers. It sheds the light of the 
racial generalization installed in the Israeli institutions, which treats every person of Arab 
Palestinian origin as potentially dangerous. The very nature of this system is based on ‘security’. 
Ghostly and hidden, the logic of ‘security’ engages with continuous reconfiguration of the built 
environment, since only constantly altering environment can be considered a safe environment 
(Weizman, 2007).
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The Settlements and Battle for Hilltops (Security and Domination)
It’s not a secret that the existence of settlements leads to violations of numerous human rights of 
Palestinians, such as equality, proper standard of living, rights to own property and freedom of 
movement. While visiting occupied West Bank, the initial thing which attracts the attention is that 
the most of settlements are built on the hilltops. To the inhabitants it provides a beautiful 
mountainous views and stunning desert landscapes. It is moreover much cheaper housing, due the 
subsidies by government. The settlements in the political context provides security to Jews and due 
constant military presence it controls and dominates the surroundings.
Dani Dayan, one of the leaders and advocates of the settler’s movement illustrates the point about 
security:
Q: Tell me why it is important for settlers to be on the hills?
A: Well, you know, every morning then I wake up, I have a privilege to remind myself why did I left 
the comfortable life in Tel-Aviv. It is either me with my family on this hill or Palestinian Islamic 
Fundamentalist regime that will use this very hills as a launching pad to destroy Israel.
Here, again it is assumed that the danger is already inside (2007: 106). The logic of security tend to 
be ever-present and formless, its exercise engage with the continuous reconfiguration of the built 
environment. Dayan’s rationale is built on the idea of security. In this context security comprehends 
new spatial practices and arrangements – it creates blockades and channels the flow of people and 
resources through space (Ibid: 107). The people and resources have to be deployed in the strategy 
important places (such as hilltops), thus preventing the enemy to do the same and take an 
advantage.
The settlements are fortifications, but rather a places from where observations and control can be 
generated and the surveillance of ‘the Arabs can be managed (Ibid.). Hence the settlements work as 
the optical devices, laid in rings it survey the entire territory around them.
Jerusalem 
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Figure 5: Jerusalem municipality (source: Peace Now)
Figure 4: Source B'Tselem
While incorporating the Jewish neighborhoods, the notion of security in the process of Jerusalem
‘Judaization’ is at stake, providing a justification for public about surrounded, isolated Arab 
villages.
In figure 1 we see suburban settlements around Jerusalem also called ‘the living wall’ The red spot 
on a map is planed extension which aims to connect Ma’ale Adumim to Jerusalem in this way 
effectively separating the West Bank into two unconnected area. At the present moment the project 
is ‘frozen’ due international pressure. 
The blue spots represent
illegal Jewish settlements 
while the brown spots 
represents Arab villages 
and towns. All the 
settlements have a good 
road infrastructure which 
connects them with the 
West Jerusalem. While 
these roads are forbidden to 
the most of the Palestinians. 
To control the space you 
must create differentiation 
in space of movement. 
Then you place Israeli movement on highways, you accelerate the movement through the space in 
the same time on every twist and turn on the terrain, Palestinians would encounter border, 
checkpoint or a fence. (Weizman, 2007) ‘Security’ measures are in force to first of all segregate and 
separate ‘us’ from ‘them’ in order to be secure from the ‘blood thirsty’ Arabs and second of all is to 
ethnically configure the population and in the case of Jerusalem to Judaize it. The later use of 
‘security’ logic is operationalized as a political and ideological tool to direct and preserve political 
hegemony. In Israel, ‘security’ had always been associated with the ability to remain Jewish and 
this is the very reason why the demographic growth of Arab Palestinians can always be presented as 
‘security problem’ (Weizman, 2007: 107).
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Conclusion
The spatial technologies deployed by Israel in occupied West Bank are both system of colonial 
control and means of separation. Its tactics includes a domination and constant control in order to 
organize a highly disciplinary space. The aim of such space is to be able to locate the Palestinians, 
to asses them, to judge them and calculate their qualities of misbehavior. 
The boundaries of Occupied Territories are constantly changing and shifting. The highly elastic 
political space, as an anarchic geography of territorial frontier is an evolving image of 
transformation, which can be reconfigured with every political development by Israel. The objects 
like checkpoints, roadblocks, fences can be removed. In time however, another object of control can 
come into being. Such a chaos is exploited by Israel which uses it as a structural advantage. In West 
Bank it is becoming increasingly difficult to make the distinction what is ‘inside’ and what is 
‘outside’, it benefits an agency of control which seeks to naturalize the facts of domination, by 
making the political reality too illogical and too complex for any possible territorial solution. 
The demonization of Arabs, becomes a socially constructed representation which furthermore 
provides a justification to the acts of oppression, humiliation and violence towards the Palestinians.
The rationale of governmentality are streaming from national discourse which itself evolved from 
highly racists doctrine of Zionism. 
  Israel’s political discourse is reproducing national sentiments highlighting mythical and biblical 
representations which aims to connect the present time with the biblical past into continuous 
present. In practice, unfortunately, countless strategic moves, in the Occupied Territories or Gaza, 
by Israeli Army illustrates how glorious Jewish past meets a shameful and degrading Jewish 
present, in the form of modern-day colonialism.
The founder of Zionism, Theodor Herzl envision a prosperous and growing Jewish state – a land 
where the Jews could finally feel liberated from anti-Semitism and racism. The state was made true, 
the racism with the different actors and different social settings remains. Palestinians are dreaming 
about their own land too, a land without an occupation. If an Arab tries ‘to practice freedom’, Israeli 
colonial control becomes alert and its spatial technologies of control becomes in its full use. Its 
purpose is justified as a security measure, the logic of security operates hidden and concealed, it 
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constantly redefines and reconfigures the surroundings, producing the changeable political space 
which can often be more dangerous and deadly than a still and fixed one.
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Afterword
The main drawback of this project is its too broad scope of study. To be frank, my intention was to 
write a paper which would be based on a sole case study. The case study was supposed to be Ma’ale 
Adumim settlement and how its strategic function is to split West Bank into two unconnected parts 
in such way preventing any united Palestinian state in the future. 
It did not happened however, because I could not see how should I operationalize this 
investigation, furthermore I was not that confident that I will be able to acquire the desired 
empirical material. The contacts which I met in Jerusalem and Ramallah provided me with 
fragments of information about Ma’ale Adumim. 
Hence I believe this paper turned out to be quite broad, covering a lot of different aspects of Israeli 
occupation, but lacking an in-depth inquiry to sole specific phenomenon which would generate a 
more profound knowledge.
  If I would write another project, I would do another field trip. It would be longer though. I was 
limited, hence some ideas for the research were not made true. I can provide an example: when I 
was in Ma’ale Adumim I intended to record at least 10 interviews with the settlers using the hidden 
recorder. I was unlucky the day of the trip to Ma’ale Adumim coincided with Israeli Independence
day – there was almost no people in the streets of the settlement. I abounded my plan completely 
then it’s started to rain, I had to come back to Jerusalem, hence the plan was abandoned. With more 
time I could take such investigations more seriously and with better preparation.
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